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The examiner has re-opened prosecution. All pending rejections have been withdrawn. 
The applicant argues that the statement that the decision to require election was based on 
Appellants' grouping of the claims on appeal and is therefore improper. The applicant is 
confusing a restriction requirement and an election of species. The requirement here is an 
election of species. Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to 
consideration of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise 
include all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141, Should 
applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, applicant should 
submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to be obvious 
variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the examiner 
finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission may be 
used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

The reply filed on 1/14/2005 is not flxlly responsive to the prior Office Action because of the 
following omission(s) or matter(s): The applicant failed to elect a species or in the alternative 
admit on the record that the species are obvious variants. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above- 
mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) 
DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the 
omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD 
MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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